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REMARKS 

Applicants respectfully request reconsideration in view of the remarks and claim 
amendments presented herein. Claims 1-5 were previously pending in this application. By this 
amendment, Applicants are canceling claim 5 without prejudice or disclaimer. Claims 1 -3 have 
been amended herein. New claims 6-17 have been added. As a result, claims 1-4 and 6-17 are 
pending for examination, with claim 1 being the sole independent claim. No new matter has been 
added. 

Rejections Under 35 U.S.C. 102/103 
The Final Office Action rejected independent claim 1 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as 
purportedly being anticipated by Fujimori et al. (U.S. Pat No. 6,683,244). Applicants respectfully 
request reconsideration. 

Fujimori et al. describes a solar cell having a barrier layer 8, the purpose of which is to 
prevent short circuits between the first electrode and the hole transport layer (Abstract). Fujimori 
states that it is preferable that barrier layer 8 have a high resistance in the thickness direction to 
prevent or suppress short circuits (col. 2, lines 55-60). In particular, Fujimori states that the 
resistance is larger than about 100 H/cm^, and preferably larger than about 1 kH/cm^ (col. 12, lines 
44-55). 

By contrast, claim 1, as amended, recites inter alia, a transparent electrode comprising an 
ITO substrate and a metallic oxide layer or a derivative layer thereof, the transparent electrode 
having a resistance of less than 1 5 H/cm^. Fujimori does not teach or suggest a transparent 
electrode having a resistance of less than 15 Wcm^. The Office Action relies upon barrier layer 8 of 
Fujimori as purportedly being the "metallic oxide layer or derivative layer thereof" However, 
Fujimori et al. states that the resistance of barrier layer 8 is larger than about 100 tl/cm^ to prevent 
short circuits, and preferably larger than 1 kil/cm^. Fujimori makes no mention of a transparent 
electrode having a resistance of less than 15 O/cm^, Therefore, claim 1 patentably distinguishes 
over Fujimori et ai. Accordingly, withdrawal of this rejection is respectfully requested. Claims 2-4 
and 16-17 depend fifom claim 1 and are patentable for at least the same reasons. 
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CONCLUSION 



In view of the foregoing, the present application is believed to be in condition for allowance. 
A Notice of Allowance is respectfully requested. The Examiner is requested to call the undersigned 
at the telephone number listed below if this communication does not place the case in condition for 
allowance. 

If this response is not considered timely filed and if a request for an extension of time is 

otherwise absent, Applicant hereby requests any necessary extension of time. If there is a fee 
occasioned by this response, including an extension fee, the Director is hereby authorized to charge 
any deficiency or credit any overpayment in the fees filed, asserted to be filed or which should have 
been filed herewith to our Deposit Account No. 23/2825, under Docket No. S1459.70065US00. 

Dated; October , 2008 RespectfiiUy submitted, 




Randy J. Pritzker 
Registration No.: 35,986 
WOLF, GREENFIELD & SACKS, P.O. 
Federal Reserve Plaza 
600 Atlantic Avenue 
Boston, Massachusetts 02210-2206 
617.646,8000 
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